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But even if the king did not sell, he habitually gave;  and when he
allowed canonical election his approval had to precede consecration.
The number of sees increased, especially in southern France, though im-
portant dioceses, such as Laon, were established elsewhere. These actually
received their estates from the sovereign, and it was natural that the
older dioceses should be assumed to hold by the same tenure.   As the
kingdom extended eastward, the bishoprics, designed to fulfil a political
as well as a religious purpose, were endowed in the same way; and the
feudal conception of the relation of bishop to king, which first established
itself in the Gallic provinces, became universal.  To this superiority of the
king there is one striking exception.  In the Laws of Aethelberht, com-
mitted to writing soon after the conversion of Kent, the rights of "God
and the Church" receive a twelve-fold protection, those of the bishop are
eleven-fold; king and priest must content themselves with a nine-fold. In
Kent the highest claim could only be that of Canterbury, and Rochester
was the only bishopric.  Ninety years later, in 696, the Laws of Wihtred
for the same kingdom, and those of his contemporary, Ine, for Wessex,
put Church and king on an equality, and afterwards we find no estima-
tion so high set upon the rights of an English prelate.  No doubt the
enthusiasm of converts led Aethelberht and his Witan to this exaggera-
tion, and the hope that dignity would give strength to enforce Christianity
and morality.  The Alemannian laws put the bishop on the level of the
duke; but though a duke of Swabia was a potentate more important
than any English king before Offa, he was definitely subordinate to the
Frankish king. English bishops had been reduced to a much lower estate
in the days of Alfred.  Under 897 the Chronicle records in a disastrous
year the deaths of two bishops and of a number of leading laymen,
aldermen of shires and others; they are all classed together as " king's thegns.r
The grants of land which led to this dependence on the Crown were
given in the Frankish Empire with the express intention that the bishop
should administer on the monarch's behalf a definite portion of his
kingdom.  On this side of their activities the bishops' status was the same
as that of the immediate lay feudatories, and till the French Revolution
some of them continued in Germany, as the sole survivors of the class,
to exercise their original function within their original bounds.  Where
royalty was stronger, the bishoprics were less independent  The French
kings had more control over the great sees than over the lay fiefs; and in
some cases the laity were in actual possession, by grant which cannot
have been voluntary, of Church lands.  The county of Champagne was to
a great extent held, not directly of the Crown, but of a bishop.  In Italy,
the bishops, while more powerful in government, were poorer in posses-
sions.  And in England, while they were well endowed with lands, they
held a national rather than a territorial position.  There seems no reason
to suppose that their estates were so placed as to facilitate the visitation
of their diocese, save in the case of Winchester, where the bishop held